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DIGEST:

1. Termination of a ghip overhaul contract ZFor default
is matter of contract administration for resolution
by contracting agency over which GAO has no jurisg-
diction,

2, . Where protest against transportation and storage con-
tract, which was issued as result of default termina-
o -tdom of protester's overhaul contract, is based
ol solaly upon protester's belief that default terpination
" was improper, jurisdiction is declined, since resolu-
tlon ‘of jproteat is wholly dapendent upon resolutica of
factual dispute which must be decided under administrative
rzmedy in contract,

The Bromfield Corporation (Bromfield) protests two related aciions
by the Department of the Navy, Shipbuilding Cianvarsior Repairs, Bostcn,
Massachusetts. The first action 1is the Navy's termination for defnult
of qumfield's contract N62794-C-0026 for the overhaul of four LCM(8)
veggels. The gecond protested asction is diracted against the issuance
of invitation for bids S8B77-009 for the removal and storage of the four
LOM(8) 's from Bromfield's facility subsequent to the default termination.

It is clear from Bromfield's correspondence that the basis for the
second protested action is predicated wholly upon its disagreement with
the default termination. For example; the reasnna advanced as the prou-
test bases all related to Bromfield's belief that the default termination
was improper due to preferential treatment accordad othar firms perform-
ing the same overhaul work by way of contract modification increasing
the contract price. Similar modifications were deniea Bromfield, therehy
allegedly creating an undue financial burden, cstensibly giving rise to

the defaulr action.
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The question whether a contract should be terminated is a matter
of contract gdminictration and, therefore, a functfon of the contract-
ing activity. Natjonal Plooring Company, B-183844, July 31, 1975, 75-2
CPD 71. Further, disputes as to factual matters arising under the
contract must be resclved in accordance with the administrative pro-
cedure set out in the disputes ¢’ .uce of the contract, Our Office has
no jurisdiction to consider such matters. Precision Service & Sales Co.,
B-186139, April 16, 1976, 76-1 CPD 263.

Therefore, we must decline to consider the merita of Bromfield's
protest on both Mavy actions. Clearly, the protest against the default
termination 18 outside our juriadiction. Also, since the sole basis of
the protest against the award of tie contract to remove the vesaels frou
Bromfield's yard and store them relates wholly to Bromfield's dispute
as to the apprepriateness of the default termination, we are similarly
precluded from considering Its merits, In order to dispose of the pro-
tect of the removal and storage contract, the dispute concarning the
default termination must first be resolved. However, that is a matter
to be pursued under the remedy affordad in the Disputes clausge in the
¢contract, not in our Officr.
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